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75-9-1 - 
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75-9-3 - 


Prof. H. Enesco: 
The meeting was called to order at 2:05 P.M. 


The Secretary advised that item number 75-8-9 should be inserted along 
side the beginning of the second paragraph on page four of the minutes of 
the Senate meeting of September 26, 1975. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. SHULMAN, SECONDED BY DEAN 
CAMPBELL, THAT THE MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF 
SEPTEMBER 26, 1975, AS CORRECTED, BE APPROVED. 


- MOTION CARRIED -. 


Replying to a question concerning Concordia's response to the O.S.F. 
Report, Dr. O'Brien explained that because of time factors, there would be 
no possibility of providing Senate with the document prior to its 
submission’ to the O.S.F. meeting. The document can be provided to 
Senate and certainly Senate can and should take some cognizance of the 
situation. He explained that the draft response was being prepared by Mr. 
Sheldon and Professor Whitelaw from raw material being submitted by the 
two Faculties and in the final analysis, the Rector is responsible for what 
gets said in the document. 


In response to other questions, Dr. O'Brien advised that it would appear to 
be more satisfactory this year to table the budget directly with Senate as well 
as with the Priorities and Resource Allocation Committee when it becomes 
operational, and he expressed the feeling that this should be done at some 
point next month; also, concerning By-laws for Senate, a draft is ready for 
presentation to the Steering Committee of Senate, which is probably going 
to need some work and consideration by that body before submission to 
Senate. 


75-9-4 - 


75-9-5 - 


Prof. Whitelaw advised that the Report on Inter-Campus Mobility tabled at 
Senate last Spring, was intended as an exploration of the situation; that, to 
the extent that mobility is a matter of academic regulations, this is being 
looked into by the Ad Hoc Committee on Undergraduate Academic 
Regulations; and that in so far as the mechanics of transportation is 
concerned, this is being looked into by a Committee under the direction of 
Mr. J.P. Petolas. It was explained that this Committee was looking into the 
costs, the legal implications and the methods of operation of a bussing 
service and was not considering the question of whether or riot bussing 
should be available. It was a Technical Committee, and as such, not a 
representative Committee. 


The following new Senators were introduced: 
Prof. D. Frost - S.G.W. Faculty of Arts, 
Prof. P. Morley - S.G.W. Faculty of Arts, 
Prof. P. Brunet -Faculty of Commerce and Administration, 
Prof. E. West - Faculty of Commerce and Administration, 
Mr. J. Bartlett - [Loyola Evening] Student Representative. 


Concerning undergraduate curriculum changes for 1976/77, Dr. O'Brien 
explained that this year, rather than to rush through curriculum matters, 
some of which were not yet fully dealt with by the Faculties, and matters 
which U.C.C.C. has had no real opportunity to deal with because of the late 
arrival of decisions, it was decided that the only practical course was to 
present at this meeting those items which were available and to present the 
remainder of the curriculum changes to a subsequent meeting of Senate. 


He pointed out, that given the functions which the Announcement or 
Calendar presently fulfills, it is important that curriculum changes be 
incorporated into the Announcement. He explained that as a consequence of 
the Olympic Games, the printing facilities in this area are vastly overloaded, 
making it much more difficult this year to make special arrangements for 
printing. November 14th turns out to be a crucial date in this matter, and 
while the Steering Committee would have preferred to have left the next 
round of curriculum changes to the regular November meeting, it appears 
necessary to call a Special Meeting of Senate for November 14, 1975. 


He also advised, that for recruitment purposes, where major curriculum 
revisions, particularly where they touch programmes, have not arrived 
before Senate, it has been necessary to instruct the Admissions and Liaison 
Offices to make whatever assumptions seem most logical in terms of our 
present state of knowledge and to produce their brochures and materials, 
with an appropriate escape clause, as best they can in the circumstances. 


75-9-6 - 


75-9-7 - 


As a result of a straw vote, it was agreed that the Special Meeting be held on 
Friday afternoon, November 14, 1975. 


Where this might conflict with Faculty Council Meetings, the Secretary was 
asked to advise the appropriate Deans of the practical consequences of this 
decision. 


It was agreed that the curriculum changes for 1976/77 be discussed in the 
order in which they occur in the Report from U.C.C.C. 
(Doc.-US-75-9-D16) and the Addendum to this Report 
(Doc.-US-75-9-D19). 


Prof. Whitelaw, in presenting the Report from U.C.C.C. 
(Docs.-US-75-9-D 16) and US-75-9-D19), pointed out that at the moment 
Senate does not have a Committee mandated to look into the resource 
implications of these new proposals; that we cannot have a moratorium on 
Science changes pending the outcome of the debate on the O.S.F. Report; 
that we cannot afford to spend any more time in internal bickering between 
Faculties and parallel Departments and Faculties; that we must now consider 
what we have to offer that is different from other institutions and what in 
our curriculum changes will facilitate making Concordia different; that as a 
response to an invitation from Senate a few years ago there has been a move 
to introduce specialized degrees on a fairly wide scale and we should now 
start looking at these, probably on a Faculty basis because there may be 
totally different approaches from one Faculty and another; that the minor 
programmes should be a bit more structured; that with the current 
prolification of courses, Faculties should start looking at the scope of their 
whole curriculum; that where programmes consist of two related areas, 
consideration might be given to the use of "Concentration" as opposed to 
"Double-major"; that the use of the term "Thesis" at the undergraduate level 
is causing concern; and finally, it is hoped that massive re-organizations will 
be carried out not too frequently. 


It was agreed that this section of the U.C.C.C. report (Doc.-US-75-9-D 16), 
that is up to and including page four, be received for information. 


In response to a question on the resource implications of the curriculum 
changes, Dr. O'Brien advised that insofar as the financial priority aspects 
are concerned, U.C.C.C. as the only body which was going to be looking 
in detail at what came through, has undertaken to identify certain resource 
implications. Apart from this, Prof. Whitelaw was asked to report to the, 
Rector any cases that might come to light where these were significant 
financial implications. 


Dr. O'Brien stated that in general there are not massive financial 
implications for what has come through as yet, but rather we have the 
situation of adding a bit here and a bit there and some years of experience 
with this has taught him that the answer from the Faculty and from the 
Department when the question is posed is incontravertible. The answer will 
be that these are courses which will be offered when the resources permit, 
where they are optional they will be alternated, and therefore there is no 
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resource implications. He is prepared to take the Faculties' word on that but 
also to hold them to it afterwards, in that what is approved here does not 
constitute any acceptable basis to argue subsequently for an increase in the 
financing of a Faculty. In practice this isn't too important because Faculties 
have so many bases on which they argue for increased financing, that this 
will in no way limit their freedom of manoeuvre in that respect, but it may 
be helpful in terms of defining the context in which these things take place. 


There are a few places where there are more than insignificant resource 
implications. Dr. O'Brien presumed that a Faculty, in putting forward such 
a proposal, has already contemplated the resource implications. If it is 
proposing something which is fairly major, that is, that is clearly going to 
require two or three appointments to make it operational, it is presumed that 
the Faculty has already contemplated its own priorities and is prepared to try 
to manoeuvre within whatever margins of manoeuvre it may get on general 
principles, to realize in bringing the change into effect. If this cannot be 
accomplished in the first year, because no one can foresee the resource 
implications very clearly, presumably it implies a certain delay into the 
second year and the planning can take place in that way. 


This means, in effect, that when it comes to resource allocation among the 
Faculties, the decision should be made on the basis of larger packages, 
rather than on a course to course basis. As long as the changes are not 
extremely large it would seem that the resource implications will work 
themselves out. This may indeed mean that there are one or two proposals 
that are approved here in all good faith, that do not in fact get implemented 
for next year because it turned out not to be possible to do so. The Faculty 
will then have to rethink the situation. 


Over and above all of this, there may occur certain major curriculum 
innovations which cannot be adopted within the framework of 
manoeuvreability described above. In these cases, the Faculty concerned 
and the Senate, in approving such a programme, is saying something much 
more significant about the resource implications. In such situations, some 
attention of Senate to the matter is appropriate and if Senate then approves 
the programme, this means in dealing with the budgetary aspects every 
effort will be made to give that particular development reasonable support 
and a certain priority for the following year, but without being able to 
guarantee absolutely that this is what will happen. 


It was explained that Senate would be asked to adopt the curriculum 
proposals of the Faculties as affected by the recommendations of the 
curriculum Co-ordinating Committee, it being pointed out that in the Report 
from U.C.C.C. there are a number of proposed amendments to the 
curriculum. In some cases, U.C.C.C. has passed these suggestions back to 
the Faculty, the Faculty has agreed to them and the document in fact may 
already be corrected to include the suggested amendments. In other cases, 
because of timing, the Faculty was not able to make the necessary changes 
in the documentation. 


75-9-9 - 


It was agreed procedurally that in dealing with the curriculum submissions, 
Prof. Whitelaw would present the Report for the whole Faculty and that the 
Dean or whoever is representing the Faculty at this meeting, will be 
responsible for drawing to the attention of Senate any points in the Report 
from the University Curriculum Committee (Docs.-US-75-9-D16 and 
US-75-9-D19) that may not be satisfactory to the Faculty. 


Concerning the S.G.W. Faculty of Science Curriculum Changes for 
1976/77 (Doc.-US-75-9-D2), Prof. Whitelaw explained that with the 
implementation of the "120 (plus)-credit programme" it was essential that 
corresponding Science courses exist on both campuses; that "slot-courses" 
were introduced on the S.G.W. campus some time ago, as a means of 
avoiding excessive proliferation, also to make it possible for departments to 
profit from the presence of some person with a particular degree of 
specialization in a given year without having to go through the normal 
approval process, and finally, to allow departments to try something out and 
if the course is successful, it could be transferred from the "slot" category to 
the "regular" category; U.C.C.C. plans shortly to come up with a 
suggestion as to how the concept of "slot courses" might work better. He 
pointed out that there was a misprint under section C.4 of the U.C.C.C. 
Report (Doc.-US-75-9-D16) in that Geology N-217 is "Earth Physics". 
Also, that U.C.C.C. feels that since Certificate programmes tend to be put 
together to respond to some particular need at a given time, it seems 
important that these be reviewed fairly frequently and therefore the 
Committee is recommending that all Certificate programmes be reviewed 
every three years to insure that the clientele is still there and that the 
programme is satisfactory to the clientele. 


Prof. Whitelaw explained that at the graduate level all programmes are 
automatically reviewed every five years and we have now reached the point 
where we should probably begin to review undergraduate programmes. 
This will be a rather large operation. The review of a specific programme 
such as the Certificate in Scientific Measurement should probably be the 
responsibility of the Faculty where it would have to show proof that it had 
reviewed the programme, the method of review and the conclusions, and 
present this to U.C.C.C. and to the Senate. 


Concerning the review of Certificate programmes as recommended in 
section C.7 in the U.C.C.C. Report (Doc.-US-75-9-D 16), it was suggested 
that this be taken as an approval of the general principle involved and if it is 
approved, then a somewhat more detailed statement which would provide a 
proposal which Senate could either accept or amend, should be submitted at 
a later date to Senate. 


The following minor course name corrections in document US-75-9-D2 
were noted: 


Geology N333 - Elementary Petrology 
Geology N338 - Minerology II 


75-9-10 - 


75-9-11 - 


Geology N326 - Exploration Geochemistry 
(this course is now superfluous and could be 
deleted). 


The opinion was expressed that the generating of course numbers between 
the two campuses had created certain complications in defining what should 
go into the Calendar. 


It was stated that in approving Geology N466 the title "Undergraduate 
Thesis" would also be approved and the intent is that U.C.C.C. will 
subsequently study the matter and perhaps will come forward with some 
proposal in the future which would change such names. It was pointed out 
that the title "Undergraduate Thesis" was approved some time ago on the 
Loyola campus, prior to the merger, and in effect, what is being approved is 
a course number corresponding to a course and number which is given on 
the Loyola campus. It was also noted that this was approved by Senate last 
May. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN VERSCHINGEL, SECONDED BY PROF. 
COHEN, THAT THE CURRICULUM CHANGES IN THE S.G.W. 
FACULTY OF SCIENCE (DOCS.-US-75-9-D2 LND US-75-9-D17) AS 
CHANGED BY THE U.C.C.C. REPORT (DOC.-US-75-9-D16) BE 
APPROVED. 


- MOTION CARRIED -. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CAMPBELL, SECONDED BY DR. 
MCDOUGALL, THAT THE PRINCIPLE PROPOSED BY U.C.C.C. 
(DOC.-US-75-9-D16) THAT ALL CERTIFICATE PROGRAMMES BE 
REVIEWED EVERY THREE YEARS, LE., STARTING IN THE THIRD 
YEAR OF OPERATION, BE APPROVED. 


It was explained that this would be approving the general principle without 
necessarily approving any particular mechanism and it was suggested that 
U.C.C.C. prepare a document for a subsequent meeting which would set 
out operationally what this means. 


- THE MOTION WAS VOTED ON AND WAS CARRIED -. 


IT WAS MOVED BY MR. BUSHE, SECONDED BY MR. RENNIE, 
THAT THE FACULTY COUNCILS BE ASKED TO PROPOSE TO 
U.C.C.C. APPROPRIATE MECHANISMS TO ACCOMPLISH THE 
REVIEW WHICH HAS JUST BEEN APPROVED IN PRINCIPLE 
(MOTION # 75-9-10). 


It was suggested that since there is an evaluation mechanism already 
operational for programmes at the Board of Graduate Studies level, the 
Faculty Councils, in discussing this matter, should inform themselves as to 
the procedures already in use for Diplomas. - 


- THE MOTION WAS VOTED ON AND WAS CARRIED -. 


75-9-12 - 


75-9-13 - 


In presenting section D of the U.C.C.C. Report (Doc.-US-75-9-D 16) 
concerning the curriculum changes in the Loyola Faculty of Arts and 
Science, Prof. Whitelaw explained that Bio-Physical Education was an area 
of expansion which seems to be going well and that the suggested changes 
would have resource implications; that the Committee was a bit concerned 
about the minor in Sports Therapy, particularly in an institution which does 
not have a medical programme; that the Department and Faculty must 
recognize that anything to do with a "Practicum" tends to become a costly 
and time-consuming operation; that, in view of the sequential nature of 
language learning, the Committee questions the three credit sequence 
courses in French language where the first course would not be a 
pre-requisite to the second; that U.C.C.C. was also concerned about the 
number of such language courses a student might be permitted to 
accumulate; and that the Committee recommends that greater structure be 
introduced into the Specialized degree. 


Dean Breen requested speaking privileges for Prof. W. Akin, Assistant 
Dean in charge of curriculum, and he advised that Madame Tiffou, 
Chairman of the Départment d'Etudes Francaises, and Madame Van Toch, 
co-ordinator of French Language, were present and he would be asking for 
speaking privileges for them at the appropriate time. 


In introducing the curriculum changes in the Loyola Faculty of Arts and 
Science, (Doc.-US-75-9-D15) he advised that there is a Minor in English 
Languages, which has been withdrawn temporarily, and also a course in the 
History of Women in Science is not contained in the proposals. The 
U.C.C.C. has some legitimate questions and certain criticisms of both of 
these which are being studied and hopefully concrete recommendations will 
be made at the next Senate meeting. 


He was disturbed over the fact that the U.C.C.C. reactions arrived so late, 
pointing out that at this time last year U.C.C.C. insisted that the Faculties 
submit their curriculum changes at least by May of the previous year. The 
Loyola Faculty of Arts and Science through a major effort, met this 
deadline. It was his understanding that the intent of this deadline was to 
provide not only the members of U.C.C.C., but also the other Faculties 
with the opportunity of studying these changes during the summer so that 
early in the academic year necessary changes might be made, or to provide 
an opportunity of entering more fully in a dialogue with sister departments. 


He explained that there were certain recommendations contained in the 
U.C.C.C. Report (Doc.-US-75-9-D16) which the Faculty was not 
completely in agreement with and he asked that Prof. Akin be allowed to 
address himself to these. Prof. Akin pointed out that on the second line of 
section 2.2.2. on page 7 of the U.C.C.C. Report "withdrawal of 319" 
should read "219". 


He explained that the Faculty took exception to the following items in 
Section D: 


a) Section 10.2.1. beginning with "The Committee is informed 
that 22: and ending with "The course description should 
indicate the level of entry". Separate numbers have been 
given to each segment as indicated on the revised page 12 of 
Document US-75-9-D15; 


b) In Section 10.2.2., the use of the term "reasonable period of 
time"; 
Cc) in Section 12.2-3, the sentence beginning "If regular 


departments are restricted..." and also the next sentence; 


d) The recommendation in Section 16.1 concerning greater 
structure in Specialized degrees. 


Prof. Whitelaw explained that the curriculum changes in Science and 
Arts-were circulated to members of the Committee last Spring and it was the 
hope that there would be dialogue between departments over the summer 
months. The actual scrutiny of the actual documents did not begin until 
September partly because of the summer void and partly due to the 
hospitalization of the Chairman of U.C.C.C. It was pointed out that there 
seemed to be a problem with the wording in Section 12.2.3. on page 11 of 
the U.C.C.C. Report and that what the Committee wanted to say was that if 
regular departments were restricted to one such slot, would the existence of 
several programme in I.D.S. justify the creation of one slot per programme? 
It was argued that slot courses should have some kind of pre-requisite, 
either a course or a prescribed level of academic standing. Concerning the 
recommendation in 16.1, the feeling was expressed that even though the 
level of a course may be indicated, the structure still appears to be somewhat 
tenuous. 


It was argued that where slot courses are concerned, Interdisciplinary 
Studies is a special case in that the aim is to capitalize on interdisciplinary 
thinking, to provide a vehicle for professors to teach courses, which is an 
obvious benefit for students who might wish to take courses in a new area 
under a different method. It was pointed out that there are no full-time 
faculty members in the Department and that the Department consists 
completely of cross-appointments. This means that no professor knows 
until two or three months before the year begins what his exact course load 
will be and therefore if he will be available to teach a course in I.D.S. 


In response to a question on the recommendations contained in Section 
12.1.2, on page 11 of the U.C.C. Report, Prof. Whitelaw explained that 
this is not a direct recommendation but rather a list of concerns. It reflects 
perhaps the naive supposition that Faculty Deans would see the wisdom of 
everything that the Committee has commented on and take action. It was 
agreed that this section be relegated to the category of "comments" and 
conceivably of "future studies". It was pointed out that in Section 12.2-3. 
on page 11, the statement that "The question of the slot course in 
Interdisciplinary Studies is one which should receive further study" was not 
a recommendation to reject these slot courses and also that Senate would not 
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be asked to endorse the statement on some kind of prerequisite for slot 
courses at today's meeting. 


It was suggested that the titles "Minor in Sports Therapy" and Minor in 
Human Adaption to Stress" might be tightened up in the interest of clarity.. 
It was felt that the latter title might be too broad, it being argued that other 
disciplines have a major concern with adaption to stress, notably 
Psychology, and there should be a limiting word or clause in the title. Also, 
U.C.C.C. was urged to consider a statement of protocols to govern the use 
of "slot courses" and a review mechanism to see just what is done under 
this guise. 


At this point, the Chairman advised that the discussion would be restricted 
to the two areas for which the Faculty did not wish to accept the U.C.C.C. 
recommendation, that is, to the matter of French on pages 9 and 10 of the 
U.C.C.C. Report, and to the question of structure in the Political Science 
Specialized degree. 


Madame Van Toch explained that the placing of students into the specialized 
French Language courses was done by individual interviews and by 
placements tests if and when necessary. Pre-requisites for the French 
courses are stated both in the Departmental booklet and in the Course 
Selection Guide, but it was found that the students who had used these 
documents were more confused after having consulted them than if the 
pre-requisite's had not been stated. This was one of the reasons why the 
pre-requisites are not stated in front of each particular course, but rather 
there is a general statement that the student must be interviewed at the 
French Department before entering any course. Regarding the sequential. 
consecutive or accumulative nature of these courses (amended page 12 of 
document US-75-9-D15), these all fall into the definition of intermediate 
level courses which is the most difficult level to define as to where it begins, 
where it ends, and what is in the middle. The rationale for putting them at 
this level was that students were not able to follow this type of training 
without having had a course at the elementary level. At the advanced level, 
these students would already communicate very successfully in industry, 
the Library or wherever. 


Priority was therefore given to the intermediate level where it was felt the 
greatest need was. She argued that courses in any foreign or second 
language are strictly sequential up to the end of the elementary level which is 
the stage at which the student acquires the basic structure of a language. 
After this, the student is ready simply to extend his vocabulary, improve his 
pronunciation and fluency, and correct mistakes in writing and structure. 
This does not require that the courses be strictly sequential. Madame Van 
Toch emphasized that normally students would not be taking more than one 
of the sequences for credit. It could happen, however, that a student might 
wish to take more than one such half course, especially in areas which are 
connected. This should not be prevented. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. OSMAN, SECONDED BY PROF. MISRA, 
THAT THE CURRICULUM CHANGES IN THE LOYOLA FACULTY 
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OF ARTS AND SCIENCE (DOC.-US-75-9-D15) AS AMENDED BY 
THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE CURRICULUM 
CO-ORDINATING COMMITTEE (DOC.-US-75-9-D16) BE APPROVED. 


AN AMENDMENT WAS MOVED BY PROF. MCEVENUE, 
SECONDED BY PROF. BRUNET, THAT THE RECOMMENDATIONS 
IN THE U.C.C.C. REPORT RESTRICTING THE FRENCH COURSES, 
BE DELETED. 


During the discussion on the amendment it was suggested that an optimum 
number of such credits which a student might accumulate should be 
established. The feeling was expressed that the French Department like any 
other department, is capable of living up to its responsibilities and see that 
any student who might attempt to abuse this would not be allowed to do so. 
It was stated that the key issue in the debate seemed to be the extent to 
which the Department and the Faculty is in a position to assure Senate that a 
mechanism is already working which can cope with the concerns that have 
been raised. 


It was pointed out that the practice has always been that all students wishing 
to take a course in French Language are interviewed and subsequently 
tested. As a consequence of this, there is a very serious control. 


THE AMENDMENT WAS VOTED ON AND WAS CARRIED AN 
AMENDMENT WAS MOVED BY DEAN BREEN, SECONDED BY 
PROF. BESSNER, THAT THE RECOMMENDATION CONTAINED IN 
THE SECOND SENTENCE OF ITEM 16.1, PAGE 12 OF THE U.C.C.C. 
REPORT (DOC.-US-75-9-D16) BE DELETED. 


It was pointed out that under section "B" on pages 33 and 34 of Doc. 
US-75-9-D15, there was a specific course requirement in Year I and it was 
argued that while there were no specific requirements in Years II and III, 
there were "level" requirements and this was not an uncommon practice in 
other Departments. 


- THE AMENDMENT WAS VOTED ON AND WAS CARRIED -. 


Concerning a question on the working of Section 12.2-3. of the U.C.C.C. 
Report (Doc.-US-75-9-D16) on "slot courses", the Chairman ruled that the 
governing part of the section is the words "should receive further study" 
found in the first sentence. Therefore, this section does not constitute an 
amendment to the proposals. 


- THE MOTION (75-9-14) AS AMENDED, WAS VOTED ON AND WAS 
CARRIED -. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CAMPBELL, SECONDED BY PROF. 
WALL, THAT THE MASTER OF ARTS IN APPLIED LINGUISTICS 
FROM THE S.G.W. FACULTY OF ARTS (DOC.-75-9-D1) BE 
APPROVED. 


75-9-16 - 


75-9-17 - 


Dean Campbell explained that the history of this proposal is outlined on 
page 16 of the U.C.C.C. Report (Doc.-US-75-9-D16) 


- THE MOTION WAS CARRIED -. 


In presenting the Report from U.C.C.C. (Doc.-US-75-9-D16) on the 
Curriculum Changes in the S.G.W. Faculty of Arts, (Doc.-US-75-9-D9), 
Prof. Whitelaw explained that there were specific recommendations 
concerning "Children's Literature"; that Fine Arts will be dealt with at the 
next Senate meeting in the context of the proposals from the Faculty of Fine 
Arts; and that an addendum to the U.C.C.C. Report (Doc.-US-75-9-D19) 
was distributed today which deals with proposed Certificates in Community 
Service and Family Life Education. 


Dean Campbell explained that there were problems with curriculum which 
the Faculty must face within the next year or two; that the Faculty must 
define with more rigor what it is about, between honours and major 
programmes on the one hand and programmes of specialization on the other; 
and that he intends to make a series of recommendations to the Faculty 
during the year in a direction that establishes tighter definitions in these 
areas. 


With reference to the U.C.C.C. Report, he advised that he found that most 
of the suggestions were useful and would be considered very carefully by 
the Faculty. Concerning the recommendations in Section 3.1, page 14, of 
the U.C.C.C. Report (Doc.-US-75-9-D16), he advised that he intends to 
recommend these to the Department. 


It was explained that item 3-1 on page 14 of the U.C.C.C. Report was a 
recommendation to the Department of English to examine the problem, as 
opposed to a recommendation that curriculum changes in the area of 
Children's Literature not be approved. Operationally, this does not imply 
any changes at this time in the proposals. 


In response to questions concerning the Geography courses on pages 16 
and 18 in Document US-75-9-D10, Senate was advised that some of the 
proposed courses would probably be available on the Loyola Campus and 
also that if there is a conflict between Geography N-273 and a similar 
course offered on the Loyola Campus, comments from the Dean of the 
Loyola Faculty of Arts and Science would be welcomed. It is intended that 
the Geography programme would be developed in a way which would be 
most helpful to the Loyola Faculty. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CAMPBELL, SECONDED BY DEAN 
BREEN, THAT THE CURRICULUM CHANGES IN THE S.G.W. 
FACULTY OF ARTS (DOCS.-US-75-9-D9; US-75-9-DIO AND 
US-75-9-D14) WITH THE AMENDMENTS PROPOSED BY U.C.C.C. 
(DOCS.-US-76-9-D16 AND US-75-9-D19) BE APPROVED. 


75-9-18 - 


75-9-19 - 


It was understood that matters pertaining to Fine Arts are not included in the 
above motion and will be dealt with in the Faculty of Fine Arts curriculum 
submissions. 


- THE MOTION WAS CARRIED -. 


Concerning the Report from the Ad Hoc Committee on Undergraduate 
Academic Regulations (Doc.-US-75-8-D9), it was explained that the 
contents of the first part of the Report was approved in principle by Senate 
last Spring and the Committee was asked to work out a more appropriate 
wording. 


IT WAS MOVED BY MR. RENNIE, SECONDED BY MR. CHAMBERS, 
THAT THE WORDING OF THE LEGISLATION ON SECOND 
UNDERGRADUATE DEGREES AS RECOMMENDED IN DOCUMENT 
# US-75-8-D9 BE APPROVED. 


- MOTION CARRIED -. 


IT WAS MOVED BY MR. RENNIE, SECONDED BY MS. TURINI, 
THAT THE RECOMMENDATION ON PAGE 4 OF THE REPORT 
FROM THE AD HOC COMMITTEE ON UNDERGRADUATE 
ACADEMIC REGULATIONS (Doc.-US-75-8-D9) CONCERNING 
"SECOND DEGREES OF THE SAME KIND", BE APPROVED. 


It was argued that a distinction must be made in degrees. In the Arts 
Faculty, attention must be given to the total structure of the degree. The 
entity that is "Major" or "Honour" is nothing more than a means to achieve 
an end. For the purposes of the degree a Major in Economics is the 
equivalent of a Major in any other subject. These are Bachelor Degrees 
which can be thought of as having primarily a liberal or general educational 
purpose and granting a second B.A. degree of that sort would seem to be an 
act of redundancy. The other type of degree which is still given under the 
general heading of a B.A. is the Bacc. Spécialisé in which we are 
developing a set of degrees of essentially a vocational nature and where we 
are concerned much more with the training of a person in a specialty rather 
than with providing a general education. In a sense this sort of a degree 
might much more accurately be described as a Bachelor of Economics, a 
Bachelor of Psychology, etc. etc. 


There is also the question of the Certificates and Diplomas which has not 
been satisfactorily met at this time. 


It was pointed out that the Committee was recommending that students who 
have completed a Bachelor's degree and wish to continue their studies be 
encouraged to proceed to a Masters Degree or to enrol in a Diploma 
programme. It was also emphasized that the Committee was recommending 
that U.C.C.C. provide guidelines which would achieve some degree of 
consistency and which would ensure that the second degree programme 
would be sufficiently dissimilar from the first degree programme to warrant 
the award of a second degree. 


75-9-20 - 


- THE MOTION WAS VOTED ON AND WAS CARRIED - 


It was pointed out that recommendation on page 4 of the Report 
(Doc.-US-75-8-D9 was not intended for publication in the Calendar. 


In presenting the Report from the Committee on Creative Work. in the Arts 
(Doc.-US-75-9-D12), Dr. O'Brien explained that the proposal was to set up 
a format in which the awards in this area could be carried out. He suggested 
that it would be appropriate for Senate, if it sees fit, to approve this format 
which is, in effect, a substitute on a Concordia wide basis for the system of 
Board of Governors Medals which existed in the Sir George Williams 
context. Since the medals are in the name of the Board of Governors, 
Senate would have to ask the Board to agree to drop the Board of 
Governors medals and that the system be replaced by what is proposed in 
the Report. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. XISTRIS, SECONDED BY PROF. OLSON, 
THAT THE RECOMMENDATIONS CONTAINED IN DOCUMENT 
US-75-9-D12 BE APPROVED. 


In response to a question on how the members of the juries would be 
appointed, Dr. O'Brien presumed that the appointments would be made by 
Senate in one form or another. The document itself does not provide any 
details on how this will happen and further information in that area is clearly 
needed. While the Committee suggested at the bottom of page 2 of the 
Report (Doc.-US-75-9-D12) could conceivably appoint the juries itself, it 
would seem more normal to bring something further about the juries to 
Senate for approval. It was agreed that this would be the understanding, that 
is, that something more about the juries would have to come before Senate 
for approval. This understanding would be included in the Senate minutes 
and the wording "Juries approved by Senate" would be added in some 
appropriate way in the document. 


It was argued that an exception might be made in the area of Music which 
would warrant the same kind of consideration as Theatre and it was 
suggested that the second and third sentences in the second paragraph on 
page 2 of the document (Doc.-US-75-9-D12) be amended to read "In all 
cases, except Theatre and Music, the jury would be able to make its 
decisions on the basis of submitted work. In Theatre and Music, it would 
need to have attended performances during the academic year". 


It was suggested that the exceptions should not cover playwriting, in the 
case of Theatre, nor composition in the case of music. 


Dr. O'Brien suggested, that these points are of some significance and need 
to be drafted rather carefully into the document and it would seem 
appropriate to approve the document in principle at this point with an 
understanding that it would be proper to start getting the thing organized and 
also with the understanding that a document would be re-submitted at the 


75-9-21 - 


7-999 


75-9-23 - 


next meeting which would take account of the points which have been 
made, for formal approval. 


The mover and seconder agreed to change the working of the motion to 
read: 


"THAT THE RECOMMENDATIONS CONTAINED IN DOCUMENT 
(US-75-9-D12) BE APPROVED IN PRINCIPLE". 


- THE MOTION AS CHANGED WAS VOTED ON AND WAS CARRIED 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN VERSCHINGEL, SECONDED BY PROF. 
XISTRIS, THAT PROF. P. LYNAGH, FACULTY OF COMMERCE 
AND ADMINISTRATION, BE APPOINTED TO THE TO THE SENATE 
LIBRARY COMMITTEE, TERM TO EXPIRE IN 1977 
(DOC.-US-75-9-D 18). 


- MOTION CARRIED -. 
IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. OLSON, SECONDED BY DEAN BREEN, 
THAT THE FOLLOWING BE APPOINTED TO THE SENATE 
COMMITTEE ON PRIORITIES AND RESOURCE ALLOCATION 
(Doc.-US-75-9-D 18). 

PROF J. LINDSAY - FACULTY OF ENGINEERING; 


PROF. M. HOGBEN - LOYOLA FACULTY OF ARTS AND 
SCIENCE. 


- MOTION CARRIED -. 


IT WAS MOVED BY MR. RENNIE, SECONDED BY PROF. BESSNER, 
THAT THE MEETING BE ADJOURNED. 


- MOTION CARRIED -. 


John Noonan 
Secretary of Senate. 


